th I received on December 30. It travelled for about two months, and perhaps it lay in the post offices, because there has been a strike. All the trains stopped for more than a week, and afterward in the post and telegraph service there was a strike for 3 weeks (Thomas and Znaniecki 1984 [1918] ; p.101).
The irregular mail correspondence and long journeys overseas by boat with which the Polish peasants had to cope less than a century ago stand in sharp contrast with the communication and travel practices of recent migrants who have telephone or (e-) mail contact with relatives abroad on a weekly basis and often fly home at least once a year. While back-and-forth immigrant movement and transnational ties among immigrants have always existed (Waldinger and Fitzgerald 2004) , the ready availability of air transport, long distance telephone and electronic mail, which provides the technological basis for increasing opportunities for close transnational family ties, fundamentally differentiates Polish peasants from their contemporary migrant counterparts (Baldassar and Baldock 1999; Baldock 2000) .
The transnational perspective on migration specifically explores the possibilities for sustaining meaningful relationships with people and institutions in countries of origin (Glick-Schiller, Basch, and Szanton-Blanc 1992) .
Transnationalism was defined by these authors as "the process by which transmigrants, through their daily activities, forge and sustain multi-stranded social, economic, and political relations that link together their societies of origin and settlement, and through which they create transnational social fields that cross national borders" (Basch et al. 1994: p. 6 ). and comparative case studies have been carried out in the United States that confirm the existence of economic and political transnational activities, but they also demonstrate that participation in these activities is not as widespread as previously assumed (Portes, Haller and Guarnizo 2002; Guarnizo, Portes and Haller 2003) . These quantitative studies, however, neglect transnational family ties, even though sending remittances to family members and contacts with them are possibly the most prevalent transnational activities and are likely to be more widespread than economic and political transnational practices. Waldinger (2008) started to fill this gap by quantifying cross-border exchanges and activities, including remittances and travel, among Hispanic immigrants in the United States while testing hypotheses about determinants of such transnational activities. He found that while travel to the country of origin was frequent, most immigrants did not send remittances.
While most systematic surveys on immigrant transnationalism focus on
Hispanic immigrants in the United States, the current study will use a large, representative sample of the four largest immigrant groups in the Netherlands to investigate the prevalence and determinants of transnational family ties. Specific attention will be given to the question of how integration into the Netherlands is associated with sending remittances to and having contact with family members in the country of origin. 
Theoretical background and previous studies

Transnational families
After Thomas and Znaniecki's (1984 [1918] ) landmark study, transnational family ties generally have been neglected until recently by family sociologists and transnationalism scholars alike. Family sociology typically emphasises proximity as a prerequisite for interaction and exchange within families, thus ignoring family ties that cross borders. And although Faist (2000) identifies the emergence of transnational kinship groups as one of three types of transnational social spaces arising from international migration, empirical research in this area is presented more as supplemental information rather than as the focus of research. For example, although Levitt (2001; 74-89) and Smith (2006) Bauer and Thompson (2006) and Fog Olwig (2003) add an important dimension to the study of transnational families by moving beyond a single destination country. They show how Caribbean family members maintain a network of contacts and support even when they migrate to different continents. Based on indepth interviews with both migrants and non-migrants, they describe the fluid extended family networks that exist and the key role of women in maintaining such networks.
Yet there are still two significant gaps within transnational family studies. The first is that studies are small-scale and do not systematically collect data on the topic.
It is thus difficult to assess, verify, and generalise the information found in these studies. The second relates to a criticism made more generally of transnationalism studies. Scholars within this discipline tend to study cases of the phenomenon itself, so it is difficult to say anything about the extent of the phenomenon and whether its prevalence is increasing (Portes et al. 1999 ).
Transnationalism and integration
The question of whether integration into the host society impedes or supports transnational activities has only recently received some attention. Already, opposing views exist. A traditional assimilation perspective assumes that transnational practices are incompatible with integration, assimilation, and incorporation and that ties to the home and host countries are mutually exclusive. However, some recent studies argue that transnational involvement and incorporation can coexist and might even mutually reinforce each other (Marcelli and Lowell 2005) . Portes, Haller and Guarnizo (2002) , 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60   F  o  r  P  e  e  r  R  e  v  i  e  w  O  n  l  y   7 for example, show that transnational entrepreneurs are better educated and more economically successful than either domestic entrepreneurs or wage-workers. In addition, their results indicate that transnational entrepreneurs are more likely to be US citizens and to have resided in that country for longer periods of time. Therefore, well-integrated immigrants, rather than recently arrived and downwardly mobile immigrants, appear most likely to be involved in transnational activities, especially with regards to entrepreneurship and political activities (Portes 2003) .
A similar analysis with respect to political transnationalism by Itzigsohn and Saucedo (2002) found that the process of incorporation does not weaken transnational political participation. Neither citizenship nor time spent in the United States had a negative effect on transnational political participation. They also show that different immigrant groups have different determinants for involvement in transnational practices, which related to differing contexts of reception within the host country and various modes of incorporation.
Less is known about the effects of integration on transnational family ties.
Snel, Engbersen and Leerkens (2006) found that while integration affected transnational activities and identifications for immigrant groups in the Netherlands, sending remittances and having frequent contact with family members in the country of origin were not influenced by integration characteristics. However, their rather small number of respondents per ethnic group (N=50) renders their conclusions tentative.
In the remainder of this article, I will explore the determinants of transnational family involvement for immigrants in the Netherlands, with a focus on characteristics associated with integration into the host community. Migrants from Surinam and the Dutch Antilles exhibit much more diversity.
The first waves of migrants were often students or more highly educated people, including women. Due to the colonial ties with the Netherlands, they already spoke Dutch, were considered to be more culturally similar to the Dutch, and had access to and yes (1). Respondents were also asked whether or not they had close relatives living in their country of origin. Close relatives were defined as parents, siblings and children. Subsequently, respondents reported on the amount of contact by phone, mail
and (e-) mail between the respondent and these relative(s) in the past 12 months and on the amount of face-to-face contact in the past 12 months. Seven response categories were used; never, once a year, several times a year, at least once a month, at least once a week, several times a week and daily).
Independent variables
The ethnic background of respondents is defined according to their country of birth.
For each group, a separate dummy variable was created for regression analysis, leaving the Turks as the omitted category.
Educational attainment was included in the regressions by using four categories from no education at all (0) to university educated (3). Since educational differences might exist between the Netherlands and the country of origin, a dummy variable was created to indicate whether the respondent received at least part of his/her education in the Netherlands. Income was measured using a variable for net family income and recoded into four categories ranging from low (<500 Euros a month) to high (>3000 Euros a month). A dummy variable indicating whether the respondent is currently employed is also included.
Years of residence is a continuous variable that measures the number of years a respondent has lived in the Netherlands. However, since transnational family ties are likely different for immigrants who came to the Netherlands as children, I added a Regressions also included control dummy variables for sex (1 if female) and marital status (1 if married). Finally, the analysis regarding frequency of contact included a dummy for the type of relative (father, mother, child or sibling), with sibling being the omitted category. Table 1 presents means and standard deviations of the independent variables.
[ Table 1 about here]
Method
Besides descriptive statistics indicating the prevalence of remittances to and contact with family members in the country of origin, I use binary logistic regression and OLS regression models to analyse the determinants of transnational family practices in the sample. Whereas I present findings using the complete sample (N=1270) with regards to remittances to and prevalence of close family members in the country of origin, only those who actually have close relatives in the country of origin are included in the analysis of contact with relatives in the country of origin (N=879). Table 2 show that Antilleans are less likely to contribute as compared to Turks even when other background variables are taken into account, while other groups do not significantly differ from the Turks.
Findings
[ Table 2 about here]
Higher income increases the chance that immigrants send remittances, although the effect seems non-linear. Those with middle-high incomes are the most likely to send remittances as compared to respondents with low incomes. Moreover, people who have a job are significantly more likely to send remittances than those who do not have a job, even when income is controlled. Contrary to conventional assimilation 
Close relatives in the country of origin
While the analysis of remittances focuses on supporting any family member in the country of origin, some specific questions were asked about ties with close family members, defined as parents, siblings and children. To analyse such ties, it is important to first know how many respondents actually have close family members and how many of them are living in the country of origin. Table 3 gives an overview of the number of respondents with close relatives as defined by this study and the number of these relatives living in their country of origin.
[ Table 3 Table 4 .
[ This does not necessarily mean, though, that they do not send remittances to other family members abroad or are not in frequent contact with aunts, uncles, grandparents, nephews and nieces. In fact, one of the limitations of the current survey is that it collected data only on the nuclear family, whereas family relations among immigrant groups often include a large number of extended family members as well. Future research should extend its focus to the extended family to achieve a more inclusive overview of transnational family relations. Moreover, family composition is not stable.
Discussion
Although some respondents might have all their close relatives in the Netherlands at the time of the survey, family members might migrate back to the country of origin, or respondents might marry someone from their country of origin whose family remains behind. Under such circumstances, family ties and identification with their country of origin may remain or even become more important.
Waldinger (2008) and transnational family ties, I find that although the sending of remittances did not decline as years of residence in the Netherlands increased, the frequency of contact with relatives in the country of origin did. Living in the Netherlands longer is likely to change immigrant opinions and behaviours to some extent, which could make contact with family members who stayed behind in the country of origin less comfortable.
Sending remittances does not necessarily require close contact and could therefore become a sustained obligation, even when contact becomes less. In addition to years of residence, double nationality also decreases the frequency of contact. Since obtaining double nationality can also be seen as an indicator of integration, the same argument can be made for double nationality as for years of residence.
Age at migration has significant yet opposite effects. Children who migrated before age 12 are less likely to send home remittances than those who migrated after that age, yet those who migrated at a young age report more frequent contact with parents in the country of origin. A plausible explanation for this could be that children who came to the Netherlands at a young age were accompanied by their parents, who later returned to their country of origin, for example, after retirement. Meanwhile, their now-adult children remained in the Netherlands. Such children would have fewer ties with family in the country of origin, decreasing the likelihood to remit. In addition, their parents would likely receive some welfare or pension from the Netherlands, decreasing the necessity to send remittances to them. Nevertheless, since these children grew up with their parents in the Netherlands, contact between them is likely to be high even after their parents return to their country of origin.
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